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the religious questions with the Turkish ministers and 'ulama. The views;
of the Porte remained unchanged in this respect, but it was not deemed
prudent, at this juncture, to refuse outright to accede to Nadir's demands.
The Porte therefore replied evasively that action would be taken in accord-
ance with the precepts of the true law.1
As the Ambassador had not been given full powers and as it was not
altogether clear from the messages which he brought whether Nadir
desired peace or war, it was decided to arrive at no settlement with him,
but to send an embassy to Persia. The ambassadors selected were Munif
Efendi, a high official of the Treasury, and Nazif Mustafa Efendi, the
director of the Constantinople Customs,2 This embassy reached Nadir's
camp (some eleven miles north of Darband) in January, 1742.3 The
Turkish envoys delivered a message from the Sultan in which the latter
made excuses for his inability to accede to the Persian religious demands.
Nadir replied that he wished that the Sultan would recognise the Ja'fari
sect, since his (Nadir's) fundamental object was to tighten the cords
of friendship. He went on to say that, as the matter of this fifth sect
contained the elements for the pacification of the Muslim state, and as the
Sultan was Caliph of Islam, he would go in person to Turkey in order to
reach finality regarding the question. " I am hoping that, if Allah
wills, the matter may be arranged there on my arrival."4 With this
threat he concluded his reply.
Feeling that it would not be amiss to give his religious policy the
semblance, at any rate, of hieratic approval, Nadir convened an assembly
of the 'ulamay under the presidency of the Mulla-Bashi, 'AH Akbar.
The 'ultima knew what was expected of them, and obediently confirmed
the/tfftofl of 1736 regarding the establishment of the Ja'fari sect, the erec-
tion of the fifth pillar in the Ka'ba and the abjuration of the Shi'a heresy.51
Although he had thus flung down the gauntlet to Turkey, Nadir
was unable, for some thirteen months, to put his threats into execution,
owing to his being kept fully occupied by the Lazgis and their allies,
in Daghistan.
Notwithstanding the repeated reports of Persian reverses in Daghistan,
the Porte was alarmed when, early.in April, 1742, Munif Efendi and Nazif
Efendi returned to Constantinople with Nadir's reply and their information
as to his threatening attitude. Reports from the Turkish commanders,
on the frontier confirmed the information brought back by the ambassadors,
and active preparations for war were made.
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